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This application has been examined 


□ Responsive to communication filed on . 


A shortened statutory period for response to this action Is set to expire month(s), . 

Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the application to become abandoned. 


EH This action is made final. 


days from the date of this letter. 


35 U.S.C. 133 


Part I 


/ 

THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT(S) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 



Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-892. 

Notice of Art Cited by Applicant, PTO-1449. 

Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474. 


6. □ 


Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948. 

Notice of informal Patent Application, Form PTO-152. 


SUMMARY OF ACTION 

Claims 


are pending in the application. 


Of the above, claims 


2. □ Claims. 

3. □ Claims. 


Claims. 
□ Claims . 


/-3 


are withdrawn from consideration. 

have been cancelled. 

are allowed. 

are rejected. 

are objected to. 


6. □ Clalnas. 


. are subject to restriction or election requirement. 

7. O This application has been filed with informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. 1.85 which are acceptable for examination purposes. 

8. iZI Formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 


9. m The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on . 


Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 


are acceptable, not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948). 

has (have) been approved by the 


10. O The proposed additional or substitute sheet(s) of drawings, filed on 
examiner, disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 


11. EH The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 


, has been EH approved. EH disapproved (see explanation). 


12. EH Acknowledgment Is made of the claim for priority under U.S.C. 1 19. The certified copy has EH been received EH not been received 
n been filed In parent application, serial no ; filed on 


13. EH Since this application appears to be in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed In 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 


14. EH Other 
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htX Uni. I- ."^206 

(1) Rhm 1; ric I :lt'"'i 1 o <.xrie of the fol 1 <iwi nn i nver.il "i O-vih :i « rf^niri rmd 
under .'^5 ''.S.C. § 121: 

1. Claims 1-3, drrnwri (o a rriHiliCKl of placing braille 
If-Uters on an arch i i eo I i.iral sign ra<."e.. cla/^yi f led in Class 29.. 
fii^bclass ^^25. 

IT. Claims 4-19, dravon i. o an apnaratiis for placiinn braille 
letters on an arotii tect ural sign, classified in Class 29, 
subclass 700- 

(2) The inventions are disiirict, each from the other because of 
the following r-easons: 

Invent lions i and TJ are related as process and apparai us for- 
its practice. The inventions are disi i.ncl if it can tie shown 
that eitlier: (1) ( he process ds c] aimed can be nrac.t iced by 
anottier [nateridlly differHMi anparatus or by hand, <}y: (2) tlie 
apparatus as claimed cari Vie used to practice another and 
materially different rirocess. (fi,P,E.P. § 806,05(e)). Tri this 
case the apparatus as claimed c^an Vie used to practice another and 
materially ditfereni: pro<:^ess such simply drilling liriles in a 
metal frame. 

(3) Recause tVjese inveniions are distinct for the reasons given 
above and have acquired a seiiarai e stat us in the art rtr^s trict ion. 
for examination purposes as indic;ated is proper. 

{4) During a telephone conversation wii. h Mr, Michael Sturm on 
December 18, 1992 a prov i. si 'onal election was made with the rigtri. 


• 


Serial No. 07/85993'^ 
Arl U;nii i 32nfi 


to i r ave:c.y e to prosft<''ul" e. I'be i nverti itjn of Group T .. o] aims 1-3, 
A r r irjiicit ion of: Ihis e.leoi ion mi.i.«i: be made by applioani; in 
responding to tlvLs Office action. Claims 4-19 are withdrawn from 
furl.her considerat ion hy Lite Examiner,. 37 C.F.R, § 1, 1.42(b),. as 
being drawn to a non-elected :i rivent J <:ui , 

(5) The d 1 si:'l f.jsiu'e i.s cj)! jRoied \o bH(;;anse ciT the )1. 1. <:)w i .ng 

i nf ormaJ j t J. es ; Jn claviTi 1,1 inn I D: "extend" s}iOiild 'oe 

— extends--. Tii claim 3.liriH 6; --ol;-- sht.njl.d )'>e insert ed artHt- 

"one"- In claim 3,1 inn n: "IVit->" sht'vnld be deleted. Appropriate 

ccrrect ion is regnired, 

(f>) The following is h finci al :i ch nf 3R IKS.C. § in3 which forms 
I. Vie basis tor all otivi on.sness reiectir>ns sel" Torth in this orrif^n 
act ion ; 

A patent may not tie fibtained though the t nventj on :i s not 
identically disclosed cr described as set forlh it! section 
10?; of this title,, if the differences between thH subjeci 
mati.er sfnigtd. to t)e ndtenled and the prior art are suc:h. Idiat 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obviious at the 
time' tlje invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art. to which said subject matter pe.rta:ins. 
Patentability shall not lie negatived by the manner in which 
the invention was made. 

.Subject matter' developed t.iy another person,- which qualiifies 
as prior art only xu'ider subsectinn {t) or (g) or section \02 
of t'rcis tiitle.. .shall not rireclude pat enl atri ] ity u.nder t hi k 
ses'tion wtiere i.lie subjnct matlHr and. tlie claimed liiven.i ion 
iiieve. at thn 1 i.me tlie i n ve.nl i on was made,, owned tiy the .same 
person or sirbject to an f.>-VO iga i i<>n ot assignmetd" i fs tlie .sam:-! 
rier son . 

(7) Claims 1-3 are reje<:led under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpa t en I' ahi.l e <)ver eithei" Zagler el' al or the French re rereuf.ie .. 
each c.on s.i.deret.i i jidHpendent 1 y , Bcith Zagler et al and t.he Frerx-.ti 
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referenoe diycTose a method of placinn brnijle letiwrs o.o an 
arch i 1: e!:vl: ural J^iyri Tac?? })Y fay If^n i hq se])arai:e lOf^rnbt^rf:! tiiiti fenoli 
of a T)] nya 1 "1 i V of hole.!-! i.T.t r? siyn. Neither referp.Tu'e d:is<"Jfi«ee 
drillinn of the holes nor rnrring a sphere into eaoh of I lie liolns 
to an extent yrp.ater i hayj ttie radiits thereof. However, d'r'l 1 ] i vuj 
would liave b-eeri an obvi.ous fnethod o? rnakinq the holes i.o fnin 
skJ ] ] ed in th^ art., and exactly how far the spheres are forced 
into the Violes is .seHn tf ))e an oj)vi.r>ij,s matter oF. cth.U'.ice and 
strvtctiiral des'.Ujn depending n.pon the design height nf the liralTlf^ 
let t er Ing . 

(8) The prior art made of record and not. relied upon is 
considered pRrtinHnt (.c anpl i canl. ' s disclosure, 

(9) rtny iri(iij;i ry <''.oncHr:fi i ng tVris cf>.ffimunicat.i.o.n s^KUild tie d i recip/i 
to Timothy El ey dl i HlephnnH mimfier (703) 308-1 824, 



c V e 


January 5.. 1993 


